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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-4 and 9-1 1 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 5,177,547 to Kanemitsu et al. 

Regarding claim 1, the '547 reference teaches a device for treating at least one surface of 
an object, the device having a first input for receiving objects from a loader, 22, for containing a 
plurality of such objects, a second input, distinct fi-om the first input, for receiving objects 
supphed individually by a use of the device, see column 4, lines 1 1+, an operating chain 
including a succession of operating stations each being arranger for carrying out an action on a 
surface of said object, said operating chain having an input for receiving objects from the first 
and second inputs of the device, the first and second inputs of the device being situated on both 
sides of said operating chain, the device including a route for routing to the input of said 
operating chain an object introduced into the device through its second input, see column 4, lines 
11+ and figures 2-4. 

Regarding claims 3 and 9, the '547 reference teaches a programming arrangement for 
previously inhibiting or enabling the action that at least one operating station is capable of 
canying out, see column 4, lines 1 1+. 
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Regarding claims 4, 10, and 11, the '547 reference teaches that the operating chain 
includes a drive for moving objects from its input to an output of said operating chain, said drive 
means being capable of being configured in a reverse working mode in which the drive can move 
the objects from the output to the input of the operating chain, and in that the second input of the 
device being disposed so it faces said output of the operating chain, the router including by said 
drive configured in a reverse working mode, see figures 2-4 and column 4, lines 1 1+. 

Regarding claim 22, the '547 reference teaches that at least one of the operating stations 
includes a printer, 9, for applying a printed strip to the surface of said object. 

Claims 1 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(n) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
4,682,768. 

Regarding claim 1, the '768 reference teaches a device for treating at least one surface of 
an object, having a first input for receiving objects from a loader intended to contain a plurality 
of such objects, a second input, distinct from the first input, for receiving objects supplied 
individually by a use of the device and including at least one operating chain having an input 
intended to receive objects from the first and second inputs of the device, each operating chain 
including at least one operating station capable of carrying out an action on a surface of said 
object, said device characterized in that the first and second inputs of the device are situated 
either side of the operating chain, the device being provided with routing means for routing to 
the input of the operating chain an object infroduced into the device through its second input, see 
column 1, lines 12+ and figures 1 and 4. 
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Regarding claim 8, the '768 reference teaches a loader provided with a first wall, the 
device also includes a spacing means to move in a first direction one of the objects contained in 
the loader which is closest to the first wall in order to move it away from said first wall in order 
to make, between the object and the first wall, a storage space for receiving an object, see figures 
1 and 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
Claims 5 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 

Patent 5,177,547 in view of U.S. Patent 7,182,330. 

Regarding claim 5 and 12-14, the '547 reference does not teach a loader with a wall and 
an adjustable opening, but the '330 reference does teach this feature. The '330 reference teaches 
a treatment device with a loader, where the loader is 'provided with a first wall, 1 144b, intended 
to prevent motion in a first direction of the objects contained in the loader, and with a second 
wall intended to prevent motion of said objected in a second direction perpendicular to the first 
direction, the first and second walls having ends which are separated by an opening intended to 
be passed through by an object, at least part of said second wall of the loader is movable, the 
treatment device being provided with movement means for controlling a movement of said 
movable part of the second wall enabling an adjustment of the size of said opening, see figures 
11a and 1 lb. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
adjustable wall, as taught by the '330 reference with the treatment device and loader taught by 
the '547 reference to achieve the predictable result of making the size of the opening adjustable 
in order to prevent multiple sheet from being fed from the loader. 
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Claims 6, 7, and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 5,177,547 in view of U.S. Patent 4,840,367. 

Regarding claim 6, 16-17, the '547 reference does not teach a slider block as claimed in 
claim 6, but the '367 reference does. The '367 reference teaches a sheet loader with a first wall 
and a second wall forming an opening, the loader includes a slider block, 12, capable of moving 
along the second wall in the first direction under the effect of a force produced by an elastic 
element, the objects contained in the loader being intended to be disposed between said slider 
block and the first wall, the loader also including regulation means intended to keep substantially 
constant the force exerted on that one of the objects contained in the loader which is closest to 
the first wall, see figure 1 . It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the slider block of the '367 reference with the loader and treatment device of the '547 
reference to achieve the predictable result of pressing the objects against the feeding roller in 
order to improve the feeding reliability of the device. 

Regarding claim 7, and 18-20, the '367 reference further teaches that the regulation 
means includes a spring connected to a first and second articulation between first and second 
rods, and third an fourth rods, ends of the first and second rods being connected by hinge joints 
and ends of thirds and fourth rods being connected by hinge joints, see figure 2. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 5,177,547 in 
view of DE 3704059. 
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Regarding claim 21, the '547 reference does not teach that at least one of the operating 
stations includes a magnetic strip encoder for applying a magnetic strip to the surface of said 
object, but the DE '059 reference does, see the abstract. It would have been obvious to include 
the magnetic strip encoder of the DE '059'refemce as one of the operating stations of the '547 
reference in order to achieve the predictable result of providing the device with the capability to 
print a magnetic strip on the surface of the object. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
Claims 23-27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/22/2008 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues that the applied references, specifically US 5,177,547 to Kanemitsu 
and US 4,682,768 to Ida et al. do not teach all of the claimed features of the invention. 
Specifically the applicant argues that the references do not teach a succession of operating 
stations each being arranged for carrying out an action on a surface of said object. The examiner 
finds that this argument is not persuasive. The claims does not specifically mention any 
particular actions that are carried out on the surface of the sheet. 

Regarding the '547 reference, the actions carried out on the surface of the sheet include, 
fiictionally engaging the surface of the sheet with rollers 7, printing on the sheet with printhead 
9, and fiictionally engaging the surface of the sheet with rollers 10, see figure 2. The '547 
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reference, therefore, clearly teaches a succession of operating stations each being arranged for 
carrying out an action on a surface of said object. 

Regarding the '768 reference, the actions carried out on the surface of the sheet include, 
frictionally engaging the surface of the sheet with rollers, 7 and 8, judging the sheet for 
authenticity by a judging device, see column 1, lines 65+, and frictionally engaging the surface 
of the sheet with rollers, 10 and 1 1, see figure 1. The '768 reference, therefore, clearly teaches a 
succession of operating stations each being arranged for carrying out an action on a surface of 
said object. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. AppUcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KAITLIN S. JOERGER whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6938. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick Mackey can be reached on 571-272-6916. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Kaitlin S Joerger/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3653 

27 March 2009 



